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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2,4,9,16,17,20,21,22,23,24,33,38 and 41 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy in view of Watters et al. 

Levy discloses a monitoring unit 14 comprising power supply 25, sensor 18, 
monitoring electronics 23 for sensing triggering event and radio transmitter 24 for 
transmitting event data to a reader 13, except for specifically stating that the electronics 
has memory means to record the sensor output. 

Watters teaches desirability of monitoring conditions with sensor 1 16 and 
recording triggered events using memory component 114 which can be a 
programmable integrated circuit or EPROM (col. 9, lines 50-56). 

It would have been obvious to use programmable electronics as suggested by 
Watters to record a triggered event as disclosed by Levy, in order that continuous data 
for various conditions could have been provided instead of just an initial condition. 

Regarding claim 2, Levy teaches use of receiver 37. 

Regarding claim 9, Levy teaches that trigger event data can be immediately 
transmitted instead of waiting for interrogation (col. 3, lines 44-45). 

Regarding claim 16, Watters teaches that sensors can be used to sense 
displacement (col. 8, line 18). 
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Regarding claim 17, Watters teaches use of identifier of monitoring unit (col. 6, 
lines 49-57). 

Regarding claim 20, sensing unit can receive signals and transmit signals via 
antenna 117. 

Regarding claim 21 , Watters teaches that depending on what type of condition is 
to be sensed, IR can be used (col. 11, lines 64-67). 

Regarding claims 22,23,24, Watters teaches use of optical or displacement 
sensing (col. 8, lines 15-28). 

Regarding claim 41 , since Watters teaches sensing visible light, gamma rays and 
UV, choosing to use a reflective sensor would have been obvious since reflectors are 
well-known in the art for sensing incident radiation. 

2. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levy in view of Watters and Ghaffari. 

Ghaffari discloses desirability in a monitoring device system of placing a device 
in a sleep mode, and to periodically wake up the device (col. 9, lines 51-59). 

It would have been obvious to include sleep mode as suggested by Ghaffari in a 
system as disclosed by Levy and Watters, in order to preserve power so tags would 
operate longer without needing replacement. 

3. Claims 5,10,13 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy in view of Watters et al. and Akiyama et al. 

Akiyama discloses a monitoring unit for detecting an event comprising use of 
storing data with time information (col. 4, line 2). 
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It would have been obvious to use time stamping as suggested by Akiyama in 
conjunction with a system as disclosed by Levy and Watters, in order to allow 
determination of when a triggered event occurred. 

4. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Levy in view of Watters et al. and Shanks et al. 

Shanks teaches desirability of transmitting an ID from a reader to a sensor unit, 
and transmitting the ID back to the reader with sensor data (paragraph 25). 

It would have been obvious to send ID data to a sensor unit in a system as 
disclosed by Levy and Watters in order to allow particular sensor units to be queried 
without having to check all sensors at once. 

Regarding claim 7, Shanks teaches sending sensor data back to reader 
(paragraph 25). 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levy in view of Watters et al. and Ohta et al. 

Ohta discloses desirability of sending a transmission from reader 301 to change 
the data at a monitoring unit 401 (col. 7, lines 25-45). 

It would have been obvious to use reader control of data at a tag as suggested 
by Ohta in a system as disclosed by Levy and Watters, in order to allow a tag to be 
reprogrammed without having to be taken out of service. 

6. Claims 11,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy in view of Watters et al., Akiyama et al. and Shanks et al. 

Claims are rejected for the same reasons as given above in paragraphs 3-4. 
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7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Levy in view of Watters et al., Akiyama et al. and Ghaffari. 

Claims are rejected for the same reasons as given above with regard to 
paragraphs 2-3. 

8. Claims 30-32 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy. 

Claims are rejected for the same reasons as set forth above with regard to 
paragraph number 1 , it being noted that claim 30 does not require use of programmable 
sensor memory. 

9. Claims 33-36,39,43 and 45-46 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Brent A Swarthout whose telephone number is 571- 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass, can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



272-2979. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 6:30 to 4:00. 
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